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1 . Claims 8-16 are pending in tine application. Claims 1-7 have been cancelled. 
Claims 8, 9 and 11-14 are finally rejected. Claims 10, 15 and 16 are objected to as 
containing allowable subject matter. The 112 rejection to claim 14 has been overcome 
by the amendment. 

2 The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or In public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Desens et al 
[US 6,097,314] (Desens). 

Desens discloses a parking aid for a vehicle, comprising: 

a) a measuring unit configured to detect spatial dimensions of parking 
spaces as the vehicle travels past the parking spaces; 

Note fig. 1 , #102+ of Desens. 

b) a memory unit to store properties of the parking spaces; and 

Note col. 3, line 52, to col. 4, line 2. Note that col. 3, lines 65 and 66, discuss 
"stored data". That will be sufficient to meet the claim's recitation of "store properties". 

c) an output unit to output information about the parking spaces 
Note col. 3, line 35 to col. 4, line 2. 

It is further seen that the memory unit would store multiple parking spaces as a 
second spot is measured, the dimensions just not stored at the same time. 
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4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 9 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Desens as applied to claim 8 above, and further in view of Betzitza et al [6,265,968] 
(Betzitza). 

Claim 9 recites that at "least one" of various measurements are displayed. 
Desens teaches a display on col. 5, lines 4-8, for displaying the measurements of 
the parking space. Desens' disclosure to this point however is rather brief, 
although it would have been obvious to one skilled in the vehicle display art that 
displays are capable of displaying any signal related to the vehicle operation or 
its surroundings. Literally thousands of patents teach various aspects of signals 
and distances being displayed to the vehicle operator and at locations remote 
from the vehicle. For example, military vehicles have displays for every data 
point on their vehicle and that information can easily be sent back to their 
command station. 

Betzitza on col. 6, lines 1-6, teaches determining the length of the parking 
spaces and determines whether there it is sufficient space for the vehicle to park. 
Inherently that means that Betzitza is using the vehicle dimensions and 
measuring the parking spot dimensions to determine if the vehicle will fit. 
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In view of the combined teaching it would have been obvious to the one of 
ordinary skill in this art to include a display on the car to provide information 
whether the car would fit into the parking space. 

Claim 14 add no limitations which weren't considered above. 
6. Claims 11, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Desens as applied to claim 8 above, and further in view of Dutta et al 
[2002/0161520] (Dutta). 

Claim 1 1 is directed to deleting the memory data after the vehicle moves a 
predefined distance from the parking space, and claim 13 recites that the display 
is triggered by the operation of at least one operating element. 

Re claim 1 1 , Dutta, in figure 8 and paragraph 0063, teaches that if the 
vehicle leaves the current metropolitan area, then parking information is updated. 
If the information is updated, then previously stored information is routinely 
deleted. This would be a predetermined distance. 

Re claim 13, Dutta, in paragraph 0061, teaches that the parking 
information is requested by the vehicle and transmitted to it from a central 
station. Dutta thus teaches "an operating element" in the vehicle and a display in 
the vehicle (paragraph 0027). 

It would have been obvious that the combined teachings of Desens and 
Dutta teach a vehicle display which provides information of the availability of a 
parking spot including erasing the information once the vehicle moves far enough 
away from the parking space. It would be impracticable to maintain parking 
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space information once the vehicle leaves the area. Unlike a map system where 
one might lil<e to store the trip or route information, it would have been obvious 
that, since parking spaces continuously fill and empty, only the most current 
parking space availability information is of any value. Likewise, if a vehicle is 
traveling in an area, the driver would obviously want status information on 
multiple spaces in the area since the driver would want to park in the one most 
easily accessible and closest to the ultimate destination. 

7. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Desens 

et al. 

Claim 12 tracks the speed above and below a predetermined level. 
Desens in col. 5, line 8, measures the speed and recognizes when the vehicle is 
going too fast. Obviously, if the vehicle is going too fast, it will not be able to slow 
down fast enough to prepare for parking without potentially causing an accident 
with other vehicles. So, Desens essentially warns the drives about parking safety 
if driving at high speed. Alerting the driver about parking availability at low speed 
would have been obvious. If the driver is alerted that the speed is too high to 
park, the absence of the alert obviously means that the speed is below the 
predetermined unsafe level. 

8 Claims 10, 15 and 16 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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9. Applicant's remarl<s liave been read and considered. 

As explained above it is seen that multiple dimensions are stored. Displaying 
multiple space's dimensions as claimed in claims 10 and 15 are now indicated as 
allowable. The rest of applicant's remarks have been addressed in the claim rejections 

1 0. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JEFFERY HOFSASS whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-2981 . The examiner can normally be reached on a maxiflex schedule from 
8:30am to 3:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mike Razavi, can be reached on 571-272-7664. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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